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1)S Responsive ,o communica,io„(s, fi,ed on M-oj 
2a)U This action is FINAL. 2bira"^ '. 

3)P e, . . ^°)'^ This action is non-final 



'^a;t:t!fts^^---.--p.oa^^^^^ 

.n o,ai.<s,_:::ro:;;r'"^^"''"™"'™^~^^ 

« C'ain,(s, ilS^Uma^^^^^^ ^^.^^^ 

is/are Objected to. 

ApZationPa)il'~ '° '^^''"l™ ="*or election 

« The speci„ca,io„ IS Objected to by the Exantiner, 
mu The draMng(s) filed on islam ,in 

2 n CeCc"'"°"'^ P«y-ocu.e„ts have been received 
Attachment(s, ^°"^«st,c pnonty under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 
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Claims 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply With the written description requirement. The c,aim(s, contains subject matter 

Which was not described in.hespe*atlon in suchaway as to reasonabiyconvev to 
one Skilled in .he relevant art that the inven.or(s,, a, the time the application was .ed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

a. The Claimed subjecting a formal compound contained in the remainder 

Of said still residue to acid decomposition ..."in Claims 21 and25isnowhere in the 
specification. 

See also the claimed 80"c which was not addressed by applicants. 
Claims 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
.ndefinite for fa.ling to particularly point ou, and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the Invention. 

a. Claim 22 is already recited in claim 21, claimed twice? 

b. The molecular distillation In Claim 21 is at odds with the film evaporator in 
cla,m 33 for the same reasons as indicated in the previous office action. 

The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

«.e pnor art are such that the Subject S 2 a wS«^^^^^^ and 
mvention was made to a peraon havina ordinal. Sn ^ ^ """""^ " >™e the 

Pa.ehtaM«ysha,,„„.,,e„e,a«vedbXtan?;*'rh?h'^^^^^^^^^^ 

Claims 21-23, 25-27 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over GB '405. 
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The above reference is applied for the same reasons as set forth at page 3 of 
the previous office action, dated 02/03/03, paper # 7. 

Claims 24 and 28 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim 

but would be allowable If rewritten in independent form incuding all Of .hellmltatlonsof 
the base claim and any Intervening claims. 

Claims 19-20 and 29-30 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome 
the rejecionfs) under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Applicant's arguments filed June 3, 2002 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

A). REGARDING THE 112 REJECTIONS: 

a. Applicant's argument that -...It Is this formal component, contained In the 
» that is subjected to acid decomposition according to the present daims and 

according to Applicants' specication. Thus, I, can be seen that the presently amended 
Claims are no, inconsistent With the desalptlon at e.g., page 3, lines 20-24 of Applicants 
specification ... ■ Is not considered well taken. However, the distillate Is the liquid 
Obtained after condensation of the vapor obtained from the top of a distillation column, 
i e., an overhead product. This Is opposed to a still residue which Is obtained as a 
bottoms product. Thus, there appears to be inconsistency in the claimed language 
■ and in the alleged support from the specification. 

b. However, the centrifugal "evaporator cone of McGraw-Hill Encyclopedia of 
Science and Technology ...-is used in conjunction with a condenser and both would 
constitute a "centrifugal molecular s,ll|-.An evaporator functions without a condenser 
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unlikeas,,,, Which has bom an evaporator andacondenser 

Any inquiry „g .his _ni.,.n or earlier cornr...ca«^^^ 
— sho.he.ec.e.oVI^^^^^^ 

''a«e.p.s,o reach ,hee.a.lner.v.e,ephone are ur,successful,.hee„ 
supervisor, Glenn Caldarola can be reached on 703-308 431 1 tk , 

The fax phone numbers 

or .he or,an,za.lon Where .IS appllca.lonor proceeding lsass.ned are 703.72^ 

'or regular co..unica.lons and 703-872-9462 for A«ernnalco.„.nlca,l^ 

Any in<,ulrvofageneral nature or relating .o.he status Of .his appllcaflon or 
~""*"*^^'^^'°------se.elephone number IS 703-308. 
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September 9, 2003 




